From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 10:24:52 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:56:07 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201329.AA19522@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: RE:

>No mildew has developed on the circuit board and it still operates fine 
>with the original tubes.  A 3.6 k ohm resistor will dissipate close to
>4 W on a 120 V circuit - a small voltage drop will occur across the 
>equipment.  For an HQ 129-X I might choose 1 k ohm for a little more
>warmth, close to 15 W. 

This sounds like a lot to me. The purpose is to raise the dew point inside
the device sufficiently to prevent condensation. In a high humidity area
such as Florida, the dew point is very close to ambient and studies have
found that night-sky radiation is a major cause of dew formation.

Be that as it may, mildew formation is caused by condensing moisture rather
than temperature or humidity though both play a part. The key is that unless
something is left out in the rain, a slight increase in temperature over 
ambient (very slight) will prevent dew formation. In my yout in S. Florida
(moved 150 miles north to reach Orlando) a single 25-40 watt light bulb 
burning at night was sufficient for a tin toolshed. I suspect that a pilot 
light, would do the same for a BA.

Would be more efficient than a resistor as well since the radiation/convection
from glass is better than plastic. Would just derate it for long life.

						Warmly,
							Padgett

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 06:54:59 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 05:27:49 -0500
Message-Id: <199504211025.FAA23685@quake.xnet.com>
From: mshaum@xnet.com (Mark Shaum)
Subject: Re: 


>   3) 6360 - Most compact dual power tetrode I think I have seen yet.
>	Was it used in military or commercial equipment?
 
Rhett, the 6360 was very popular in the 60's when used in VHF/UHF exciter 
circuitry.  Many homebrew designs used it up through driver and low power 
final stages.  The compact construction and low lead inductance simplified 
its application as a push-pull power amp, buffer or multiplier in the 50-150 
Mhz ranges.  I have a homebrew 2M am/cw exciter that uses four of them, for 
each stage from the crystal oscillator to the output stage.  I would imagine 
it was also quite popular in commercial rigs for the same reasons.
 
73! - Mark, NE9G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 07:19:03 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 05:51:47 -0500
Message-Id: <199504211048.FAA24579@quake.xnet.com>
From: mshaum@xnet.com (Mark Shaum)
Subject: RE:


>Be that as it may, mildew formation is caused by condensing moisture rather
>than temperature or humidity though both play a part. The key is that unless
>something is left out in the rain, a slight increase in temperature over 
>ambient (very slight) will prevent dew formation. In my yout in S. Florida
>(moved 150 miles north to reach Orlando) a single 25-40 watt light bulb 
>burning at night was sufficient for a tin toolshed. I suspect that a pilot 
>light, would do the same for a BA.
>
>Would be more efficient than a resistor as well since the radiation/convection
>from glass is better than plastic. Would just derate it for long life.

Agreed.  I use those small 4 and 7.5 watt nighlight bulbs under the chassis 
of some of my rigs.  Besides not getting warm enough to do any harm to 
anything, they provide a nice permanent glow in the dark to add to the glow 
of filaments when things are lit off..  RS has inexpensive sockets to fit 
the nightlight bulbs.
 
73! - Mark, NE9G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 12:01:37 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 09:47:00 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201443.KAA01769@espresso.eng.umd.edu>
From: Philip Gwyinne McCoy <dgnova@Glue.umd.edu>
Subject: 6J4

To Rhett T. George
The 5693 is an RCA long life tube. I think 10000 hrs. They
were painted red. The 6J4 is an old low noise tube. Usally
used in grounded grid stages of VHF receiver amplifiers.

>Reply-To: rtg@ee.duke.edu
>From: "Rhett T. George" <rtg@ee.duke.edu>

>  1) 5693 - Everything is non-glossy cherry red except for the RCA and
>       other lettering in white and the plated pins.  Seems to be an
>       industrial 6SJ7.  Does the red color denote special attributes?
>  2) 25Z5 and 26Z5W - Other than both being duodiodes, no family resem-
>       blance.  26Z5 is too big internally to be a 6AL5 and too little 
>       to be a 25Z5.  Where in a circuit is this little fella used?
>  4) 6J4 - Looks like a bossy triode in a 7-pin envelope with good 
>       cathode emission.  Was it used in a low-power, special purpose
>       transmitter?

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 14:12:49 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 12:46:05 -0500
Message-Id: <PMX-TERM-2.02-bsm2ee1-thaake-111>
From: thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com (thaake)
Subject: RE: 75A4 FILTERS



Vector Controls as of 4/20/95 is no longer making Collins filters.
They intend on making more but at present lost a supplier and haven't placed
alot of priority on locating a new one.  I told them to but me on the list for
a 6kc. filter.  I suggest if any of you have even a desire for one to mail,
phone, or FAX your needs.  They were manufacturing only the 500 cp/6kc/9kc
filters for the 75A4.  The costs were $88 for the CW, $83.50 each for the 6 
and 9 kc.



Vector Control Systems
1655 North Mountain St.
Upland, CA  91786
A/C 909-985-6250

A/C 909-985-3482 FAX

Tim WA0TSY
thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:04:44 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:36:35 -0500
Message-Id: <199504192142.RAA89140@ee.duke.edu>
From: "Rhett T. George" <rtg@ee.duke.edu>
Subject: <didn't bother with a subject>

 - Greetings -
As the warmish weather reaches up from Florida, home of Padgett and
others, please let me mention again one favorite mildew-control scheme.

In my Heathkit VTVM I have a few thousand ohm resistor across the off-on
switch to keep the innards warm and dry.  The resistor is soldered to
the switch terminals.  I lived in Florida when I built this one.  

No mildew has developed on the circuit board and it still operates fine 
with the original tubes.  A 3.6 k ohm resistor will dissipate close to
4 W on a 120 V circuit - a small voltage drop will occur across the 
equipment.  For an HQ 129-X I might choose 1 k ohm for a little more
warmth, close to 15 W.  Thanks to Carl, KN6AL, for prodding me for 
numbers.
					Rhett George - KE4HIH

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:07:27 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:38:53 -0500
Message-Id: <199504192059.QAA78723@ee.duke.edu>
From: "Rhett T. George" <rtg@ee.duke.edu>
Subject: <didn't bother with a subject>

 - Hi, B-A Friends -
I reached the bottom of a wonderful box of tubes over the weekend.  Several
struck me as quite curious.  Enlightenment for my questions will be greatly
appreciated.
   1) 5693 - Everything is non-glossy cherry red except for the RCA and
	other lettering in white and the plated pins.  Seems to be an
	industrial 6SJ7.  Does the red color denote special attributes?
   2) 25Z5 and 26Z5W - Other than both being duodiodes, no family resem-
	blance.  26Z5 is too big internally to be a 6AL5 and too little 
	to be a 25Z5.  Where in a circuit is this little fella used?
   3) 6360 - Most compact dual power tetrode I think I have seen yet.
	Was it used in military or commercial equipment?
   4) 6J4 - Looks like a bossy triode in a 7-pin envelope with good 
	cathode emission.  Was it used in a low-power, special purpose
	transmitter?
The old-timers I'll ask about another day.  i
Thanks for each piece of info that comes my way. 
73					Rhett George - KE4HIH

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:29:21 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:57:08 -0500
Message-Id: <9504192350.AA01640@kahuna.math.hawaii.edu>
From: jeffrey@math.hawaii.edu (Jeffrey Herman)
Subject: A ray of hope


Note the last paragraph:

>NEWSLINE RADIO - CBBS EDITION #922 - POSTED 04/16/95
>
>                       COAST GUARD CW IS RIP
> 
>   The Coast Guard, after nearly a century of monitoring
> telegraph distress calls has turned off its Morse code equipment
> forever.  At about 0015 UTC on April 1st the U.S. Coast Guard
> station in Chesapeake, Virginia tapped out the end of its final
> message and then turned off its gear.
>   In April 1993, the Coast Guard ceased CW operations on medium
> wave frequencies of 400-500 kHz.  That same June they graduated
> their last class of communications specialists trained in the use
> Morse code.
>   In closing down, the Coast Guard has followed the lead of other
> services that have abandoned to use Morse Code.  The Navy had long
> ago given up CW in their communications.  Everything is now sent
> by voice or digital modes.
>   The Coast Guard says that one of the primary reasons it decided
> to curtail Morse operations is because the use of code by merchant
> ships has declined in recent years as it has for the military.
>   But the managers for shore stations KFS in San Francisco and
> WLO in Mobile, Alabama have a different view.  They say that the
> decline of CW has stopped.  At least for smaller ships that cannot
> afford to retrofit for satellite services.  Both stations plan to
> continue offering CW service to those ships whose owners will not
> or cannot afford the additional expense of new computerized
> communications equipment.

That the decline of CW in the maritime bands has ceased is great
news. These stations are probably looking at monthly traffic totals
as the basis of such a statement.

Don't forget that just because the USCG has ceased MF and HF CW ops
doesn't mean *everyone* else has, also. All the non-gov shore stns
still monitor MF/HF CW and are taking and passing traffic.

Bob `Sparks' Keys: Take your commercial ticket and Go Down To The Sea!
(And don't forget to send us each a postcard from each port you sail
into!)

Jeff NH6IL


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 11:56:37 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 10:19:51 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201515.LAA13469@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: A ray of hope

> 
> On Thu, 20 Apr 1995, Jeffrey Herman wrote:
> > [...] All the non-gov shore stns still monitor MF/HF CW and are taking 
> > and passing traffic. 
> > Bob `Sparks' Keys: Take your commercial ticket and Go Down To The Sea!
> > (And don't forget to send us each a postcard from each port you sail
> > into!)

Nice to see my name taken in a tad of fun, somewheres..... (:+}}.....

Jeffrey Herman be a fine CW op, with a tradition to be proud of.  I wouldst
not in the least mind passing traffic to his watch.  Lessee.... that be
about several dozen postcards from Tahiti, Dubai, or Capetown, right?
Me makes meself a mental notes on that an' keeps it in de back o' de mind.

Yep, wouldst give me eye teeth to plys the waters, sparks me sparks, 'n
keep the family tradition going maybe up to a hundred years on the ether
at sea.  I keeps hopin' fer some fair winds 'n followin' seas to comforts
me mettle.  Alas, gettin' in da unions 'n gettin' the required 6mos
endorsement is provin' ta be likes huntin' fer teeth in chickens.
Them unions is closed up tighter 'n a drum.  I be pushin' a few leads
amongst the MSC, independents, 'n da likes ta sees what me can sees,
an' places me bets wheres me can places me bets.  Times they will tell,
an' me be one who's gonna hang in theres likes a junk yard dog outta hell!
Someone wilst say ``yes'' insteads of ``no'' an' me bees there with me
sea bag packed, an' a smiles on me face...... (:+}}.....

Actually, back at the time of the Gulf War, I could have gone easily.
Now it is tight.  Mebbee it will takes another Gulf War to get me feet
aboard.  I would not want that fracas to start up again, but with the
tidings in Oklahoma City looking like SOP for Gulf terrorists, methinks
the tides may rise again out of the east and need some quelling.  If that
happens, mebbee me gets me chance on an RO/RO vessel or a tanker or such.

>    H'mmm, there's a thought!  I wonder--there were quite a few YL ops at 
> sea around the time of WW II, after all, so perhaps there's precedent 
> enough to overcome that ol' superstition about womenfolk aboard ship!  
> I've already got the 1st 'Phone (okay, it turned into a lump of sand--er, 
> a "General Radiotelephone Operator's Permit" back in the '80s), so the 
> additional elements can't be too hard if I get past the CW test.  It's 
> *got* to beat broadcast "engineering," which is less and less of a 
> profession these days!

There have always been a few YL ops aboard, an' they be fine ladies indeed,
due all the respect they deserve for a fine an' long watch at the key.
Their services have always been up to the standard of any professional
sparks aboard ship, from what tidbits I have been able to pick up.
Several have even gone on the final watch with their crew in the fearless
tradition of ``Sparks'' at sea.

The CW test is trivial..... if ya's gots de Extra ham ticket, that's all
that is required.  In practice, though, it is a different story.  If ya
needs to run a key, it needs to be at 16wpm for distress signals and
usual traffic runs at 20-35 wpm adjusted for QRM/QRN, etc.  Essentially,
you have to be able to run at speed, well, if you really are going to use
CW.  Most US traffic on CW seems to be AMVER or MEDICO messages.  Foreign
traffic can run the gamut, especially the Russian or South American
traffic.  If one is comfortable at 25wpm clip with hardcopy on a mill
or by hand or by computer, then it should be no sweat.

The rest of the exams are trivial.  You need elements 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9.
The GROP is elements 1 and 3.  The 2nd Telegraph is elements 5 and 6.
The Ship Radar is element 8.  The GMDSS Operator is element 7.
The GMDSS Maintainer is element 9.  Getting info on the GMDSS is not
easy.  There are a few guides around from the IMO and supposedly some
classes being taught in some of the maritime schools, but it is not
easy to get up with the GMDSS stuff, and the books and materials from
the IMO are horribly expensive.

To go to sea, you really need ALL of them, to be properly set up.
That way you are at least licensed to handle all situations.
It is like hedging yer bets in the gambling tables at 'Vegas.
It was a royal pain (albeit a fun one), but finally I got them all.
Then you need to get through the USCG licensing bureacracy.  That is
no picnic..... SLO like molasses in winter and picky as hell, they be.
The catch 22 is that you need a 6 mos service endorsement to sail as
sole operator, and you can't get a 6 mos service endorsement or the
USCG license without a letter of committment from a union or shipping
company.  'Tis a bit like a circle o' horrors...... oh, well.  I am
currently awash in same circle o' horrors, but  s l o w l y  getting there.

>    ...The only little hitch is that *I'm* hitched--and Dean's a dear but 
> not much of a sailor.  Oh, welll.....!  :)
> 
>    73,
>    --Bobbi

FB Bobbi.  Consider it a chance to get some breathin' space betweenst youse
an' de ol' man.  Some treasures it --- others don't.   Me, I have this warm
yearning to gets me feet aboard n' plys the waters for a time, befores me
gets too old to go.  Me an' de ol' lady gots this 'ere understandin' if I
goes, so it be FB in my case.

73/Bob/NA4G

**************************************************************************
*  73 TU SU VA DE NA4G             ``Boat Anchor Bob'', an ol' CW fart.  *
**************************************************************************
*  Morse has been in the family for over 100 years.                      *
*  Morse radiotelegraphy (Spark/CW) has been in the family since 1914.   *
**************************************************************************
*  May you have fair winds and following seas on your watch at the key.  *
************************************************************************** 


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 13:08:30 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 11:25:13 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201622.MAA16946@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: A ray of hope


Regarding the CW ray of hope (and that is good for us boatanchorites, too,
since CW just sounds better on a real warm glow-in-the-darker bottleburner!)

> >   The Coast Guard says that one of the primary reasons it decided
> > to curtail Morse operations is because the use of code by merchant
> > ships has declined in recent years as it has for the military.

To some extent this is true.  But, that is highly dependent upon who
one talks to and what kind of communications services are provided or
required.

The USCG was in the business of distress and situation related traffic,
and broadcasting to mariners.  Broadcasts of weather and notices were
all sent by automatic computer runs from NMN, and at the end of the
watch were 7 minutes off between the computer time clock and the real
silent watch time.  When I got up to NMN I commented on that to them,
and they said it was off and reset it for the last three hours to the
correct time for silent periods.  Most distress alerts they have received
recently have been GMDSS false alerts (apparently some 95 percent or more
of GMDSS alerts are false alerts due to equipment/system malfunctions)
or on VHF (from small boaters due to sheer numbers from the statistics
I have seen).  There are only about some 20,000 or so commercial shipping
vessels in the world, with the US having about 500 or those (I don't have
exact numbers but there was a blurb that went by on the ships list some
time ago with numbers in that ballpark).  Out of all those vessels, some
100 or so sink, each year, and maybe 500 issue distress alerts for real.
Then you have the pleasure boaters (mucho thousands worldwide).  From what
I can gather, most of the distress alerts have been due to pleasure
boaters and the like, and have been on VHF because the pleasure boaters
are not CW equipped.  A significant number of the commercial vessels in 
the developed world have gone to satelite communications using INMARSAT,
etc.  But, a great many of the lesser vessels or third world vessels
are not satcomm equipped, and for these vessels/countries it is often
a better alternative to use the old ancient well proven CW technology.
In this case, people are cheap and the new technology expensive.

The Navy and the USCG are all on satcomms and HFSSB or HFNBDP modes.
The cost of keeping the manpower around to run CW stations was significant.
The USCG dropped the crew of operators at CAMSLANT NMN from 36 per shift
to 6 per shift, now.  So, the bottom line was that for the USCG and the
Navy, it was simply money.  Automaton high-technology (expensive stuff)
could be easily used to replace CW operators and with a drop in the
number/amount of commercial CW traffic to a lower level (and an apparently
stable level also), and save money not spent in salaries or training.
Since the Navy was not doing any commercial traffic, then there was no
need to have CW around, at all.  The USCG hung on longer because of the
need for CW commercially and amongst third world ships, and for distress
use.

Supposedly, GMDSS will be the cure-all and end-all of the requirement
for distress radio at sea.  Unfortunately, it still has a significant
number of real problems even though a lot of hype is bandied about
as to the merits of the system (when it works).  Until it does work,
flawlessy, the bugs will only cost lives at sea.

Here is an excerpt from last weeks American Radio Association Free Press
broadcast in CW from WCC at 1800utc each Sunday on 8630 khz.  There is
some bias in these broadcasts, but they raise issues that are known to
be problematic.....

....(quote).....

CQ CQ CQ DE WCC WCC WCC
 
CQ CQ CQ DE ARA PX
 
ARA FREE PRESS, THE WEEKLY UNION NEWSPAPER OF THE SEA IS
PREPARED BY THE AMERICAN RADIO ASSOCIATION FOR ALL OUR
SHIPMATES.
DATE  APRIL 16, 1995

....(stuff deleted for brevity).....

     AT THE INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORT FEDERATION (ITF) SAFETY
COMMITTEE MEETING IN BALTIMORE ON APRIL 7TH THE ITF AFFILIATED
GREEK RADIO OFFICERS UNION (PAN HELLENIC FEDERATION) SUBMITTED
A GMDSS RESOLUTION NOTING WITH CONCERN THAT ON THE BASIS OF
UNDISPUTABLE EVIDENCE REGARDING THE PERFORMANCE OF GMDSS SO
FAR (E.G. FALSE ALARMS, MARITIME DISASTERS ETC.) IT IS SAFE
TO CONCLUDE THAT THE RELIABILITY AND AVAILABILITY OF THE SYSTEM
ARE NOT GUARANTEED AND CONSEQUENTLY THE PRESENT MORSE SYSTEM
SHOULD BE RETAINED UNTIL SUCH TIME AS THE RELIABILITY AND
AVAILABILITY OF GMDSS ARE PROVEN WORLDWIDE.  THE GREEK RADIO
OFFICERS UNION WELCOMES THE INTRODUCTION OF SATELLITE COMMUN-
ICATIONS AS A USEFUL SUPPLEMENT TO MARITIME COMMUNICATIONS MODES,
BUT OPPOSES SOLE RELIANCE ON SATELLITES-WHICH ARE ESPECIALLY
VULNERABLE TO BEING INACTIVATED BY NATURAL PHENOMENA, ACCIDENT
OR HOSTILE ACTION - FOR DISTRESS OR SAFETY.  IN ITS RESOLUTION
THE  GREEK  RADIO  OFFICERS  UNION  REQUESTED:  (1)  THE ITF
SECRETARIAT TO PRESS THE IMO WITH A VIEW TOWARD SECURING THE
POLITICAL SUPPORT OF IMO MEMBER STATES FOR THE CO-EXISTENCE OF
THE MORSE SYSTEM IN PARALLEL WITH THE GMDSS.  (2)  ALL ITF
SEAFARER AFFILIATES TO INSIST THAT MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF
SOPHISTICATED ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT NEEDED UNDER GMDSS SHOULD
BE DONE BY QUALIFIED ON-BOARD PERSONNEL.  (3)  AFFILIATES TO
COMMUNICATE TO THE FRENCH GOVERNMENT - CURRENTLY HOLDING THE
PRESIDENCY OF THE EUROPEAN UNION - THE TEXT OF THIS RESOLUTION,
REQUESTING THEM TO INCORPORATE THE SENTIMENTS EXPRESSED THEREIN
IN THE FINAL EU MARITIME POLICY DOCUMENT TO BE ADOPTED LATER
THIS YEAR BY THE EU COUNCIL. BT...

....(more stuff deleted for brevity).....
....(end quote).....

This is quite interesting, and points out some of the problems
in the third world, and with the GMDSS system, and what folks are
thinking about to fix some of the problems.  I concur that it
would be prudent NOT to get rid of CW, yet, or remove trained
electronics folks/radio operators/radio electronics officers or
whatever the person is called, just to save a buck.  That will
cost lives and vessels, in the long run.

> >   But the managers for shore stations KFS in San Francisco and
> > WLO in Mobile, Alabama have a different view.  They say that the
> > decline of CW has stopped.  At least for smaller ships that cannot
> > afford to retrofit for satellite services.  Both stations plan to
> > continue offering CW service to those ships whose owners will not
> > or cannot afford the additional expense of new computerized
> > communications equipment.

At the current time, there appear to be six US CW capable commercial
stations, from what I can tell/hear.   There is KFS/WNU (run from the
west coast although WNU is on the Gulf Coast), KPH/WCC (run from the
west coast although WCC is on the Cape in Mass.), WLO down in Mobile,
and WSC in NJ(?).  These are all the US commercial shore stations that
I hear on CW on MF or HF.

I do hope they keep their operations going as long as both necessary
for SOLAS (Safety of Life at Sea) Convention purposes and general marine
traffic purposes, and as long as it remains profitable (according to
them, it would seem to be that way still).

> That the decline of CW in the maritime bands has ceased is great
> news. These stations are probably looking at monthly traffic totals
> as the basis of such a statement.

I am sure there is a bottom line.  But, as long as it is even remotely
profitable, and the CEO's keep their gemittenfingerpokings out of the
works (or the corporate bean counters likewise) then my best loosely
learned intuition tells me that as long as there is a 3rd world fleet
with CW operations aboard, then there is at least some need for maintaining
CW operations ashore.  My guesstimate is that the operations will be
required until the 3rd world fleet retires from the picture (maybe some
10-15 years in the backwaters of the world).  If CW fades from the
developed nations (and looking at the above, it probably will be around
for at least 5 more years and maybe longer in the US commercial system),
it will remain in the backwaters of the world until the rustbuckets
retire.

There is some problem in that MCI and the other big telecomms conglomerate
(don't remember the name right off) controls KFS/WNU and KPH/WCC.  I do
hope the bean counters don't lose sight of reality in SOLAS and get antsy
to pull the CW plug there.  I think WLO has a good chance to survive for
a long time.  I don't know anything about WSC.

> Don't forget that just because the USCG has ceased MF and HF CW ops
> doesn't mean *everyone* else has, also. All the non-gov shore stns
> still monitor MF/HF CW and are taking and passing traffic.

Precisely.  Who was it that handled the last SOS on 500khz, last
December --- VCS.  Why, because the USCG was incapable of doing so,
since they had yanked MF the transmitters at Pungo, from what the ops at
NMN have told me.  The Canadians ran a fine distress watch on 500khz
when that ship went down.  The US coordinated some flying SAR efforts
out of New York and used the CAMSLANT NMN to relay to/from SAR aircraft in
the area to USCG New York on SSB.  When the M/V Salvador Allende/UWAG went
down, the distress was sent and handled on 500khz.  What we saw on CNN
was the SAR effort with the C-130's in the air, not the actual distress
(although I think there was one shot of the ship listing before it went
down --- don't remember for sure since I did not see much on CNN).
It was funny/sad not hearing the USCG running the watch on CW.
Their ops could have done a bangup job on CW.

> Bob `Sparks' Keys: Take your commercial ticket and Go Down To The Sea!
> (And don't forget to send us each a postcard from each port you sail
> into!)
> 
> Jeff NH6IL

So, the bottom line still appears to favor boatanchor technology on
boatanchor waves, at least for some time longer......and that makes
my day.....(:+}}.....!

Lessee, when is the next run to Tahiti or Bora Bora......(:+}}.....!
How many postcards do I need to stock up with.....(:+}}.....!

73/Bob/NA4G

**************************************************************************
*  73 TU SU VA DE NA4G             ``Boat Anchor Bob'', an ol' CW fart.  *
**************************************************************************
*  Morse has been in the family for over 100 years.                      *
*  Morse radiotelegraphy (Spark/CW) has been in the family since 1914.   *
**************************************************************************
*  May you have fair winds and following seas on your watch at the key.  *
************************************************************************** 


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 15:54:01 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 14:26:44 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201924.PAA26364@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: A ray of hope/CW skeds from commercials

> 
> Bob,
> 
> Can/will you supply the frequencies/time schedule for broadcasts; I'd like
> to try to copy.
> 
> Thanks,
> 
> Ed Doc
> K3LPE

Now that my favorite background music NMN is gone from the ether
on CW, there are not too many that I reliably copy consistently back
here on the southern right coast.  WLO is good. WCC is good.  The
rest are there when the skip is in.

The only one with real skeds that I regularly copy is WLO.  It seems to
be the classiest operation in my opinion.  It is there like clockwork.
The schedule is 24 hours a day 7 days a week on the hour with
traffic lists, weather brodcasts, broadcast information, and the
seagoing radio officer's weekly press bulletins.  The bulletins run
at 31wpm starting on the hour, every hour.  The usual frequencies are
434, 2055R5, 4343, 6416(maybe 6376), 8514, 12887R5(I think), 16xxx(don't
remember right off) and maybe a 22xxx QRG.  The broadcast information
bulletin is at 0200utc, and a couple of more times each day, with their
full broadcast schedule.  I usually catch them on 434, 2055R5, 4343 or
8514khz.  They are always welcome armchair copy in my shack.

The ARA Free Press is run also on WCC (KFS is supposed to run it also, 
but I have not been able to copy it) on 8630khz (and a couple of other
QRG) each sunday at 1800utc.  It seems to run at about 25 wpm.  I have
been listening to WCC for almost 25 years, as many times as I am there
for the sunday afternoon sked.  As a novice, it helped me get up to speed.
This was back in the days when real press runs still came out of RCA
Globecom, with things like the baseball scores and the stock quotes, etc.
Now, they seem to not be into the broacast runs as much.  They do have
the weather at about 25wpm several times a day.  Try 1700utc sunday
afternoon on 8630khz.

WLO sent me a schedule about a year ago, and if I can lay hands on it
again, I will summarize.  KFS sent me a schedule, and I will try to find
that one too.  I have never been able to find a schedule for WCC, although
I have asked several locals up on the Cape to see if they could find me
a schedule.  Since it is now run out of the left coast, I have not been
able to find anyone with the complete info.

IF ANYONE HAS THE TIME SLOTS FOR WCC OR WNU AS TO WHAT IS RUN WHEN,
KINDLY DO POST FOR OTHERS TO USE FOR CW PRACTICE ON THEIR ANCIENT 
BOATANCHORS OF FINE AND GOODLY REPUTE.

NMN was the slowest at a pleasant armchair 20wpm copy on HF and 16wpm
copy on MF.  It is sad they are gone.  I will truely miss their fine
runs.

73/Bob/NA4G
 

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 09:09:22 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:41:13 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201237.AA17429@CS1.sequoia.com>
From: "davidk@sequoia.com" <davidk@CS1.sequoia.com>
Subject: AM window location?

        It seems there is an AM window from 3870 to 3890 which is
supposidly enforced by a gentlemans agreement.  This is talked about
all the time on AM from 8-10 pm when the mush-mouth sound of the
sidebanders gets very thick.  I've heard that the window is sanctioned
by the ARRL.   I have been told that the window ( actually window's)
have been posted in QST and other places.   I would appreciate it
if someone out there who has a specific reference could let me know
it so I can refer to it.  Thanks dk

-- 
David Kirkpatrick N1RBM, Sequoia Systems, Marlboro, Ma
davidk@sequoia.com 

     

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 09:48:18 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:15:36 -0500
Message-Id: <Chameleon.4.00.4.950420080200.grant@NQ5T>
From: gyoungma@gtetel.com
Subject: RE: AM window location? 


>        It seems there is an AM window from 3870 to 3890 which is
>supposidly enforced by a gentlemans agreement.  This is talked about
>all the time on AM from 8-10 pm when the mush-mouth sound of the
>sidebanders gets very thick.  I've heard that the window is sanctioned
>by the ARRL.   I have been told that the window ( actually window's)
>have been posted in QST and other places.   I would appreciate it
>if someone out there who has a specific reference could let me know
>it so I can refer to it.  Thanks dk
>
>-- 
>David Kirkpatrick N1RBM, Sequoia Systems, Marlboro, Ma
>davidk@sequoia.com 
>

Wish it were so!  There is nothing even close to an officially sanctioned "window" for AM operation.  It is 
true that most AM activity on 75 meters clusters in the 3880-3890 or so range.

Its a mixed bag.  Most of the AM'ers are pretty gentlemanly types.  Not all of course.  A small minority like 
to intentionally clobber any SSB QSOs that appear in the range.  There's at least one group I have heard from 
time to time that really belongs up on Channel 19.  There are SSB stations that do everything in their power 
to interfere with the AM'ers.  It can be pretty much of a mess.

But there are no sanctioned windows - except for cooperation among Amateurs - and sometimes the cooperation 
seems to exist and sometimes it is blatantly absent.

There are some interesting dichotomies in the SSB/AM debate and interference problems.  The SSB'ers decry the 
use of AM interference in the areas of the band to which they believe they have been given land-grant rights. 
 On the other hand, there are arguments made opposing the conversion of commercial SW stations (40 meters, 
specifically) to SSB from AM because the AM interference is easier to deal with than twice the number of 
commercial stations broadcasting SSB would be.  Go figure ....  


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 10:08:52 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:38:44 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201333.AA19780@sumter.awod.com>
From: wb4ijn@awod.com (Steve Thomason)
Subject: Re: AM window location?


You are quite correct.  It is published periodically in QST under the 
heading "The Considerate Operator's Frequency Guide" or something like 
that. Such a publication of a frequency guide, does, of course, fall
on blind eyes, not to mention deaf ears, of many.  In particular the 
eyes and ears of those who claimed 3878 for their SSB/CB use during
a period of low AM activity.  Thank God members of Congress don't
monitor 75 meter SSB, or they would sell all of our spectrum for better
public/private use.

>        It seems there is an AM window from 3870 to 3890 which is
>supposidly enforced by a gentlemans agreement.  This is talked about
>all the time on AM from 8-10 pm when the mush-mouth sound of the
>sidebanders gets very thick.  I've heard that the window is sanctioned
>by the ARRL.   I have been told that the window ( actually window's)
>have been posted in QST and other places.   I would appreciate it
>if someone out there who has a specific reference could let me know
>it so I can refer to it.  Thanks dk
>
>
73, Steve, WB4IJN     

Internet:  wb4ijn@awod.com
Packet:    WB4IJN@N4CII


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 17:20:27 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 15:52:37 -0500
Message-Id: <199504202043.OAA16125@Freenet.HSC.Colorado.EDU>
From: al511@Freenet.HSC.Colorado.EDU (Robert Neece)
Subject: Re: AM window location?


David Kirkpatrick writes:

>        It seems there is an AM window from 3870 to 3890 which is
>supposidly enforced by a gentlemans agreement.  This is talked about
>all the time on AM . . ..

Careful, now.  It takes two parties to agree even to a "gentlemen's
agreement."  I do not believe that the SSB ops have ever entered into
this "agreement."  

What these so-called agreements amount to, in practice,
is a declaration by Group A that Group B should defer to the wishes
of Group A.  Case in point:  the rather predatory behavior of the 
SSTV crowd re anyone who dares to come near the 14.230 "domain,"
whether or not it is really being used at the time.

>I've heard that the window is sanctioned by the ARRL.

Er, what authority exactly does the League have to make such a
sanction???

When I transmit on AM, I figure that I can hold my own against
the competition, SSB or otherwise, and don't need to be protected
from it by insisting that the competition disappear.  :-)  :-)

Guess you can tell that one of my hot buttons was hit!  Back to
legitimate BA subject matter . . ..

--
73 de Bob, K0KR

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 22:31:31 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 21:04:08 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950420154851.7350A-100000@kahuna>
From: Jeffrey Herman <jeffrey@math.hawaii.edu>
Subject: Re: AM window location?



On Thu, 20 Apr 1995, Robert Neece wrote:

>Someone@somewhere also wrote:
 
> What these so-called agreements amount to, in practice,
> is a declaration by Group A that Group B should defer to the wishes
> of Group A.  
>
> >I've heard that the window is sanctioned by the ARRL.
> 
> Er, what authority exactly does the League have to make such a
> sanction???

They did pretty well with the CW-only subbands on all the HF bands.
Your anti-ARRL feelings are showing, Bob. We don't need that on here.

Someone has to act as a mediator amongst the 700,000 of us - they're
the only ones in position to make these suggestions.

> When I transmit on AM, I figure that I can hold my own against
> the competition, SSB or otherwise, and don't need to be protected
> from it by insisting that the competition disappear.  :-)  :-)

There needn't be `competition' if we follow the subband plans.

> 73 de Bob, K0KR

73 from Hawaii,
Jeff NH6IL (ex WA6QIJ)

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 07:02:33 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 05:35:12 -0500
Message-Id: <199504211033.FAA23857@quake.xnet.com>
From: mshaum@xnet.com (Mark Shaum)
Subject: RE: AM window location? 

>
>>        It seems there is an AM window from 3870 to 3890 which is
>>supposidly enforced by a gentlemans agreement.  This is talked about
>>all the time on AM from 8-10 pm when the mush-mouth sound of the
>>sidebanders gets very thick.  I've heard that the window is sanctioned
>>by the ARRL.   I have been told that the window ( actually window's)
>>have been posted in QST and other places.   I would appreciate it
>>if someone out there who has a specific reference could let me know
>>it so I can refer to it.  Thanks dk
>>
>Wish it were so!  There is nothing even close to an officially sanctioned 
"window" for AM operation.  It is 
>true that most AM activity on 75 meters clusters in the 3880-3890 or so range.
>
QST did publish a list of ham frequencies/operating aid type of thing within 
the last few months that did mention the AM window on 75m.  Obviously not 
formal a la FCC sanction, but it did appear in print.
 
73! - Mark, NE9G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 10:13:16 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:40:26 -0500
Message-Id: <2F968D73@pcgateway.netrix.com>
From: cgould <cgould@netrix.com>
Subject: RE:AM WINDOWS


I FIND the 3800 crowd too much of a battle. Have any of you tried the top 
band,
1.893 - 1.900 it is really nice there even when the band gets real noisy in 
the summer.
There is the 3905 century club on 1.8925 between Nov thru April but further 
up the band
is really nice stuff. I have heard Europe there several times around the Feb 
time frame.
I really think 160m is the best band for AM.
73
Chuck, N4YXW
ipyxw@netrix.com
___________________
>        It seems there is an AM window from 3870 to 3890 which is
>supposidly enforced by a gentlemans agreement.  This is talked about
>all the time on AM from 8-10 pm when the mush-mouth sound of the
>sidebanders gets very thick.  I've heard that the window is sanctioned
>by the ARRL.   I have been told that the window ( actually window's)
>have been posted in QST and other places.   I would appreciate it
>if someone out there who has a specific reference could let me know
>it so I can refer to it.  Thanks dk
>
>--
>David Kirkpatrick N1RBM, Sequoia Systems, Marlboro, Ma
>davidk@sequoia.com
>

Wish it were so!  There is nothing even close to an officially sanctioned
"window" for AM operation.  It is
true that most AM activity on 75 meters clusters in the 3880-3890 or so 
range.

Its a mixed bag.  Most of the AM'ers are pretty gentlemanly types.  Not all
of course.  A small minority like
to intentionally clobber any SSB QSOs that appear in the range.  There's at
least one group I have heard from
time to time that really belongs up on Channel 19.  There are SSB stations
that do everything in their power
to interfere with the AM'ers.  It can be pretty much of a mess.

But there are no sanctioned windows - except for cooperation among Amateurs 
 -
and sometimes the cooperation
seems to exist and sometimes it is blatantly absent.

There are some interesting dichotomies in the SSB/AM debate and interference
problems.  The SSB'ers decry the
use of AM interference in the areas of the band to which they believe they
have been given land-grant rights.
 On the other hand, there are arguments made opposing the conversion of
commercial SW stations (40 meters,
specifically) to SSB from AM because the AM interference is easier to deal
with than twice the number of
commercial stations broadcasting SSB would be.  Go figure ....

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 10:29:45 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 09:01:31 -0500
Message-Id: <13388F5FCC@s1.xetron.com>
From: "Jack Giehl"  <JACKG@s1.xetron.com>
Subject: RE:AM WINDOWS

Dear BA enthusiasts,
Chuck wrote:

>I FIND the 3800 crowd too much of a battle. Have any of you tried the 
> top band, 1.893 - 1.900 it is really nice there even when the band
> gets real noisy in the summer.
> I really think 160m is the best band for AM.

I agree completely.  I enjoy operating on 160 in the winter, and 
summer when talking to locals.  Good AM spots are 1885, 1945,
1985, 1900.   There are a number of hams in Ohio who get on
160 AM.  There is virtually NEVER a problem with SSB stations
complaining on the band, or moving too close to an existing 
QSO.

Jack

73,
===============================================
Jack, WB8BFS
jackg@xetron.com     Loveland, Ohio (near Cincinnati)
"Peak the grid, dip the plate, and keep the fire in the wire."
===============================================

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 07:13:52 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 05:46:30 -0500
Message-Id: <199504211044.FAA24409@quake.xnet.com>
From: mshaum@xnet.com (Mark Shaum)
Subject: RE:AM WINDOWS

1.893 - 1.900 it is really nice there even when the band gets real noisy in 
>the summer.
>There is the 3905 century club on 1.8925 between Nov thru April but further 
>up the band
>is really nice stuff. I have heard Europe there several times around the Feb 
>time frame.
>I really think 160m is the best band for AM.
 
I tend to agree.  I use a 25-35 ft. high 80 meter zepp (bent on one leg to 
fit within a 100 ft. dimension) which has been entirely adaquate for local 
and short-skip fun on 160.   During contests, when other folks don't mind 
listening for weak signals, substandard antennas like this do quite well.  
Last year's ARRL meter CW contest netted me nearly 40 states and four 
countries.  I mention this becuz many are of the opinion that they couldn't 
put up anything that would radiate on 160.
 
There is plenty of room for AM on 160.  It's unfortunate that many of the 
classic rigs don't cover that band, though.  Until 10 opens up a little more 
regularly (I understand 29.0-29.1 is frequently used for AM?) I'll be firing 
up the BA's on 160 and on the 75 meter AM swap net Saturday am (8 or 9 am 
Central time), and of course the 40 meter DX60 net Sunday afternoon at 1pm 
central. 
 
A note about the DX60 net, as there has not been any regular NC of late, one 
of the local hams here (Mark, KA9FBX) has undertaken the chore of starting 
the net on Sundays until/if/when somebody else decides to handle things.  
Mark has a T-368 feeding a 80 m horizontal loop, so puts out a significant 
short skip signal. There were about 15 check ins last Sunday during a period 
of truly rotten conditions.  7290 khz, Sunday at 1pm CDT.

73! - Mark, NE9G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 15:23:34 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 13:56:19 -0500
Message-Id: <ebe5+pqeZjb@go00.comp.pge.com>
From: DLWc%Brn%GsNgo@bangate.pge.com
Subject: Ancient Diodes

I recently came across some old diodes(???).  I have two tube diodes 
that apparently were light bulbs to begin with (they have brass screw 
bases, and have the typical bulb shaped glass envelope), but with a 
third lead protruding from the top of the glass envelope.  I also have a 
set of test tubes (about 8 or 10) that I think were used as a detector.  
They are arraigned in a holder, with leads connecting them together, and 
finally, leading to a pair of wires to be hooked up to something.

Can anyone shed a little light on the history and development of these 
devices?

Thanks,

Dave Whitehead
WA6KSF
dlwc@pge.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 15:42:37 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 14:15:23 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201912.AA17130@manta.nosc.mil>
From: ejz@nosc.mil (Edward J. Zeranski)
Subject: Re: Ancient Diodes

>I recently came across some old diodes(???).  I have two tube diodes 
>that apparently were light bulbs to begin with (they have brass screw 
>bases, and have the typical bulb shaped glass envelope), but with a 
>third lead protruding from the top of the glass envelope.  I also have a 
>set of test tubes (about 8 or 10) that I think were used as a detector.  
>They are arraigned in a holder, with leads connecting them together, and 
>finally, leading to a pair of wires to be hooked up to something.
>
>Can anyone shed a little light on the history and development of these 
>devices?
>
>Thanks,
>
>Dave Whitehead
>WA6KSF
>dlwc@pge.com
>
>       The diodes sound like Tungar bulbs fron a battery charger
Ed Zeranski    This is a private message or opinion and has nothing to do
with my employer or the US Govt. etc!!


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 15:58:02 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 14:31:18 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201926.MAA23008@hobbes.UCSC.EDU>
From: haynes@cats.ucsc.edu (Jim Haynes)
Subject: Ancient diodes

Now if they are Tungar bulbs, then the filament voltage is typically
2.5 or 5 volts or so.  Seems like most of the Tungar bulbs I've seen
had a "smoky" appearance inside the glass.  If they aren't Tungar bulbs
then they might be something quite old and rare.

The test-tube thing: I've heard of electrolytic detectors and also
electrolytic rectifiers.  The fact that there are several suggests the
latter, as electrolytic rectifiers had very limited reverse voltage
capability, so you had to use a bunch of them in series for higher
voltages.  They used, as I recall, an aluminum plate and sodium hydroxide
electrolyte.  I've read about amateur stations that had hundreds of
"slop jar" rectifiers in series to make DC for the transmitter.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 16:13:48 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 14:46:55 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201942.PAA27932@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: Ancient Diodes

> 
> 						Warmly,
> 							Padgett
> 
> ps seems like he had a light bulb mfr. in NYC (Mac...?) make them for him.
> 

That might be the Hudson filament audions.

Bob


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 16:22:54 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 14:11:48 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201902.AA21278@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: RE: Ancient Diodes

>I recently came across some old diodes(???).  I have two tube diodes 
>that apparently were light bulbs to begin with (they have brass screw 
>bases, and have the typical bulb shaped glass envelope), but with a 
>third lead protruding from the top of the glass envelope.  I also have a 
>set of test tubes (about 8 or 10) that I think were used as a detector.  
>They are arraigned in a holder, with leads connecting them together, and 
>finally, leading to a pair of wires to be hooked up to something.

This sounds a lot like the stuff De Forrest was experimenting with after
American Wireless ran afoul of some patents - used some narrow tubes with
leads to act as faster "coherers" (reflectors ? Fessenden ? Am really
dredging the senile cells now). Would have been around 1904-6 I think.

						Warmly,
							Padgett

ps seems like he had a light bulb mfr. in NYC (Mac...?) make them for him.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 19:11:54 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 17:42:57 -0500
Message-Id: <9504202239.AA00479@texan.frco.com>
From: bill@texan.frco.com (William Hawkins)
Subject: Re:  Ancient Diodes

Gonna need some more info.  Are the screw bases old enough to be pre
1920?  The Tungar battery charger rectifier looks like that, but is
newer, and should have markings on the base or the glass.  Does the
plate lead seal look the same on both diodes, or does it look like
the variation you'd get with hand work?

What's in the test tubes?  Are they sealed?  It could be a wet
battery that dried out - but it would be pre 1920, unless it was
home made.

Can you date them by what was around them?  If there's no markings
and no dates, you're gonna need a museum curator to try to identify
them.  Maybe send a picture to the Smithsonian.

Bill Hawkins  bill@bvc.frco.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 20:52:49 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 19:25:02 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.PCW.3.91.950420141536.7895A@dip001.pixi.com>
From: Dave Creek <dcreek@pixi.com>
Subject: Re: Ancient Diodes



On Thu, 20 Apr 1995 DLWc%Brn%GsNgo@bangate.pge.com wrote:

> I recently came across some old diodes(???).  I have two tube diodes 
> that apparently were light bulbs to begin with (they have brass screw 
> bases, and have the typical bulb shaped glass envelope), but with a 
> third lead protruding from the top of the glass envelope.  I also have a 
> set of test tubes (about 8 or 10) that I think were used as a detector.  
> They are arraigned in a holder, with leads connecting them together, and 
> finally, leading to a pair of wires to be hooked up to something.
> 
> Can anyone shed a little light on the history and development of these 
> devices?
> 
> Thanks,
> 
> Dave Whitehead
> WA6KSF
> dlwc@pge.com

The screw-base diodes are probably Tungar mercury vapor rectifiers from 
an old 6 volt battery charger. I believe the original 
inventor/patent-holder was Tungsol.

Dave Creek, NH6BA
Ewa Beach, HI
dcreek@pixi.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 17:43:45 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 16:00:44 -0500
Message-Id: <9504202055.AA9074@hqsmtp.ops.3com.com>
From: Joe Reda/HQ/3Com <Joe_Reda@3mail.3Com.COM>
Subject: Another D104 question

 BAers,

Anyone know what the output impedance is of a D104 with internal amplifier,
and one without?

Thanks \\Joe KC6TXU

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 07:31:11 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 06:03:17 -0500
Message-Id: <199504211101.GAA25298@quake.xnet.com>
From: mshaum@xnet.com (Mark Shaum)
Subject: Re: Another D104 question

> BAers,
>
>Anyone know what the output impedance is of a D104 with internal amplifier,
>and one without?
>
I have a amplified D-104 with the T-UG8 stand.  The microphone element has 
three leads coming from it, apparently two for the balanced output and one 
for ground, as the ground is tied to one of the other two, circuit wise.  It 
is apparently low/medium impedance (haven't verified that yet) and is fed 
into the preamp located in the base.
 
The preamp seems to have a fairly low output impedance, which allows it to 
drive modern low-impedance mic inputs as well as BA-style hi-Z inputs 
without problems. It's serving as a more or less constant voltage source 
independent of load (within reason).   If I have time to fiddle this weekend 
I'll measure the output impedance of the preamp.

73! - Mark, NE9G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:46:58 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:13:47 -0500
Message-Id: <F4JN0502.F4JN0530@mail.admin.wisc.edu>
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu
Subject: ARR-7

to: boatanchors@theporch.com

Hello Dave, VK2KFU.

   Nope, ARR-7 isn't an old Aussie rig.

   The beast in question is a totally repackaged Hallicrafters SX-28 meant for
aircraft service. It has a redesigned 1st RF stage which was intended to red-
uce conversion oscillator radiation, thus making it harder to D/F the aircraft
using it. Next, it had a motorized tuning mechanism that allowed it to scan a
preprogrammed span of frequencies. Finally, it includes outputs for panoramic
adaptor and waveform analysis scopes.

   My understanding is that the radio was used as a countermeasures set during
WW2, mainly meant to look for RADARs in the 25 - 43 MHz range.

   It's not a bad communications receiver for the lower frequencies tho.

                                       73s,

                                                  Tom, K9TA

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 21:14:36 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 19:47:31 -0500
Message-Id: <PMX-TERM-2.02-bsm2ee1-thaake-112>
From: thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com (thaake)
Subject: RE: ARR15/R105





Rich,

I have a manual for the ARR15/R105.  It's an inch thick.  Can make copies of
what ever part you want.  The ARR15 is a wonderful receiver. The autotune on
mine is very good.  It is a real suprise to see how accurate it is when
returning to a preset frequency.  SSB signals are alway quite good and may
only need minor touch ups.  The Air Force Reserve Squadron I was in used them
through at least 1975 on their EC-121 aircraft.  The Navy I believe
discountinued use of them a few years earlier in the same aircraft.  Wonder if
they showed up in any other aircraft or ??

Tim WA0TSY
thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 00:12:48 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 22:45:25 -0500
Message-Id:  <9504202224.aa29245@jackatak.theporch.com>
From: Fire Bottle archive handler <firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com>
Subject: ARRL Bulletins - PLEASE do NOT post them!

> I normally do not do this but...
PLEASE, do not "but" this...

I suppose that regularly we need a reminder that some topics are 
better left off the Boatanchors List... The reasons for this are many, 
and too complex for a short request such as this..

> ARLB042 Comm emergency declared
Please, please, please... NO ARRL Bulletins, no matter how relevent 
the subject seems to you... Summarize it, or paraphrase it, but please 
DO NOT POST ARRL BULLETINS on the Boatanchor list...

Other subjects that have other forums that are more appropriate are:

The Code/NoCode Debate - (the yarns and stories about the MF/HF CW 
operations are not the same things at all...) the policy stuff belongs 
elsewhere

Non-tube radio discussions... This isn't the place for mods for that 
new HT!

Aircraft discussions, except where that is incidental to an on-going 
thread...

HotRods and Cars... There are far more appropriate places than here.
Mobile operating is somewhat different, but I have a small list for a 
few folks who are interested in the subject, and I'd rather keep those 
discussions OFF the BA list.

US Regulations and Amateur Policy. Do not prejudge my personal 
feelings, but this is not what people have subscribed here to read. We 
have far too many off-shore subscribers, that these discussions are 
misplaced and rude to those who don't live here...

Since I *really* hate loads of rules and restrictions, how about we 
turn this to positive and suggest topics that *ARE* appropriate:

   Bone Yard Reports
   Equipment Lists (via the fileserver, of course!)
   Restoration and Repair Tips
   Specific equipment features, variations, and idiosyncrasies.
   Vacuum tube information.
   Sources for parts, data, etc.
   Books relating to boatanchors, etc.
   Hamfest announcements
   Magazine articles about Boatanchors
   Requests for technical assistance
   For sale postings
   Background info on manufacturers
   Test equipment
   Individual collection descriptions (some of those were very
              interesting!)

There are more, and I do not wish to contrict and bind the list... 
just avoid annoying large numbers of subscribers.

Thanks for your attention and for your understanding and consideration 
of other BA lovers.
--
73
Jack, W4PPT/Mobile (75M SSB 2-letter WAS #1657/#1789 -- both all mobile! ;^)
            - - - BoatAnchor Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
| Jack GF Hill        |Voice: (615) 459-2636|             Ham Call: W4PPT  |
* P. O. Box 1685      |Modem: (615) 377-5980|  Bicycling and SCUBA Diving  *
| Brentwood, TN  37024|Fax:   (615) 459-0038|          Life Member - ARRL  |
* listown@jackatak.theporch.com             firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com *


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 12:30:33 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 11:01:40 -0500
Message-Id: <2F96AEF7@pcgateway.netrix.com>
From: cgould <cgould@netrix.com>
Subject: Re: Attacking Audio geeks


Mr. Kinsler says from a msg fwded by Greg:

Unfortunately, high-end audio in general and tube systems in
particular have a lot of psychoacoustics built into them.

_____

In my opinion  I find a major point missed here... a audion tube can provide 
a linear frequency response that a semi-conductor can't provide. They sound 
better for two reasons, that are a matter of physics, not psychoacoustics. 
First, many tube circuits can be designed to cover a very low  end response, 
all the way up to about 15khz. Beyond 15KHz its a little more difficult to 
stabilize the response curve. Many of the DC coupled RICE AMPs of the 70's 
and 80's before IC
hyebriding became very popular, could not get the linearity of the response 
curve at the low end.
The end result  on a tube AMP was you had very full lows and excellent 
mid-range but limited highs. Now I haven't paid much attention to 
audiophiles in today's market, but I would guess
if one blended old tube technology with modern VLSI integration one could 
come out with a very
expensive amp that had that old tube type sound and the high end response of 
the IC type amps.

The second reason was in the very nature of the tube amplifier designs, such 
that it took  more of a detailed understanding of biasing/neutralization 
techniques and therefore the circuit design had to operate more efficiently 
in order to work for any length of time. Consequently, a tube design had 
very little slop and usually a tight specification. This is true today in 
linear amplifier designs, although there are a few solid state linears on 
the market, none are out there that will allow you to punch them to 98% 
efficiency for any great length of time. Where as a TUBE amplifier can do 
that, (if designed properly) all day long. Compare the BC610 to an 
equailivant rice rig today. Could you run RTTY several hours straight at 
over a kilo-watt of power on a solid state rig ? Well maybe if we 
Kryogenically cool the chips on super conductor substrates.



To replicate these designs in today's market, using today's product 
development techniques would most likely be very expensive,  mostly because 
the talent to bring a product to market fast enough would be very expensive.

Well  I 've sounded off too much already and exposed my ignorance... but 
I'll take a tube amp
over a rice amp any day if I am going to listen to JAZZ or CLASSICAL. 
Electronic music
I tend to lean towards a integrated amp with a VFET design and POLYMER peizo 
tweeters
to get the 22KHZ response and some good WOOFERS with not much spent on the 
mid-range because there is not much there.
73
Chuck , N4YXW
ipyxw@netrix.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 11:07:30 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 09:37:17 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201034.ZM3699@eehp04>
From: "Gregory Raven Redi" <ravengre@comm.mot.com>
Subject: Attacking Tube Audio Geeks

Greetings Boatanchorites-

I found this on rec.antiques.radio+phono.  I really enjoyed
reading it, and thought the group would also enjoy.
This note was in reply to a tube audio project that was
posted recently.

>From kinsler@bobcat.ent.ohiou.edu (Mark Kinsler )
Newsgroups: rec.antiques.radio+phono
Subject: Re: Building a Classic : The Acrosound 2A3 amplifier
Date: Tue, 18 Apr 1995 04:24:31 GMT

Wow.  I can't help commenting on this post, and my feelings are
exceedingly mixed.  I suspect that I'm missing an extraordinary
opportunity to keep quiet, but what the hell.  My philosophic ramblings
on vacuum tube audio here follow:
  The craftsmanship and design effort shown in this project are
incredible.  The care with which the ASCII schematics were prepared
is remarkable in itself.
  From an electronic standpoint, I guess you can look at an extremely
high-end amplifier implemented with vacuum tube technology in either of
two ways:  One, as an exercise in pure craftsmanship and history, like
the hand-forged suits of armor that the people at rec.crafts.metalworking
make.
  The other way to look at such a project is as an exercise in the
superstition that surrounds much home audio.  I believe that it was
Leonard Feldman who invented "psychoacoustics", which refers to the power
of suggestion in convincing a prospective customer that one sound system
sounds better than another.  Upon this rock was the high-fidelity business
built.  Unfortunately, high-end audio in general and tube systems in
particular have a lot of psychoacoustics built into them.
   I don't wish to imply that the builder of this project was engaging in
such audio hooey.  He clearly was not, because he isn't offering either
the amplifier or the plans for sale.  However, it should be noted that
high-end tube amplifiers are sold in high-end shops for idiotic prices
through sales techniques which are essentially science fiction.  And some
of what the poster said (e.g., this tube has such-and-such tonal
qualities, etc) sounds a lot like what we might hear in one of those
snooty high-end audio shops.  This was undoubtedly unintentional, but
it's disturbing to hear.
    I believe that most of the posters to this group do what they do out
of respect for technologies and crafts that are recognized to be obsolete
but which have historical, artistic, sentimental, and intellectual value.
I think the builder of that incredible amplifier does, too.  I hope,
however, that he isn't inadvertently engaging in the propagation of audio
superstition through his work.
                                          Mark Kinsler

End of forwarded mail

73 KF5N

-- 
Regards,
Greg Raven
Renaissance Engineering
egr002@email.mot.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 11:25:10 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 09:57:17 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201449.AA19929@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: RE: Attacking Tube Audio Geeks

>From kinsler@bobcat.ent.ohiou.edu (Mark Kinsler )
Newsgroups: rec.antiques.radio+phono
Subject: Re: Building a Classic : The Acrosound 2A3 amplifier
..
>    I believe that most of the posters to this group do what they do out
>of respect for technologies and crafts that are recognized to be obsolete
>but which have historical, artistic, sentimental, and intellectual value.
>I think the builder of that incredible amplifier does, too.  I hope,
>however, that he isn't inadvertently engaging in the propagation of audio
>superstition through his work.

Have talked to a gentleman who makes $5000.00 & up amplifiers. Apparently
sells all he wants since is able to collect cars on the side. He said
that with some filter-faddle he can make dirty sand sound just like toobs
but toobs sell better & is just supplying a demand.

Don't forget that for every sucessful Lee DeForest, there was an Abraham 
White.
						Warmly,
							Padgett

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 14:09:16 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 12:42:30 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201739.KAA28733@wink.corp.sgi.com>
From: David Watson <watson@wink.corp.sgi.com>
Subject: Re: Attacking Tube Audio Geeks 


A plea for peace, or at least for quiet
---------------------------------------

OK, as a boatanchor afficionado, extra-class ham, and swapfest
table-diver who also enjoys listening to music through a very good
stereo, I've had enough of this!

Whether or not we "audio geeks" are hearing real differences in sound
or somehow selling ourselves into thinking we are has been a controversy
for decades, and the heated arguments won't be ending soon.

But please, oh please don't keep polluting a formerly very friendly
mailing list with malicious jabs at people who enjoy high-end tube
audio, or, for that matter, at anyone else's chosen pursuits.  Remember,
our love for our bulky, old, technically obsolete radio equipment may
itself be a source of great hilarity among certain circles.

Followups: please send them to me personally.  I stand behind my remarks,
but I hope this discussion can be taken into private mail, leaving the
boatanchors list for discussion about boatanchors.

 Many thanks,
  -David  AC6GK


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 17:16:46 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 15:49:17 -0500
Message-Id: <199504202045.AA13712@northshore.ecosoft.com>
From: thecure@shore.net
Subject: RE: Attacking Tube Audio Geeks

<---- Begin Included Message ---->
>    I believe that most of the posters to this group do what they do out
>of respect for technologies and crafts that are recognized to be obsolete
>but which have historical, artistic, sentimental, and intellectual value.
>I think the builder of that incredible amplifier does, too.  I hope,
>however, that he isn't inadvertently engaging in the propagation of audio
>superstition through his work.

Have talked to a gentleman who makes $5000.00 & up amplifiers. Apparently
sells all he wants since is able to collect cars on the side. He said
that with some filter-faddle he can make dirty sand sound just like toobs
but toobs sell better & is just supplying a demand.

Don't forget that for every sucessful Lee DeForest, there was an Abraham 
White.
						Warmly,
							Padgett

<---- End Included Message ---->

The *meta* question here isn't whether tubes sound better. It's why is there 
such discord and strong feeling about this.

1) If _you_  (generic "you", not Padgett personally) can't hear the 
difference, why do I (generic "I", not just me) care? I hear the difference 
and enjoy it. 

2) And why do _you_ care. If there's no difference, and you're so sure of it, 
what's the big deal.

Perhaps the answer to 1) is that it's quite annoying to have people joke and 
attack you for something you love.

Perhaps the answer to 2) is that it's threatening.

Paul

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 19:23:57 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 17:54:19 -0500
Message-Id: <199504202252.RAA15266@zoom.bga.com>
From: Henry van Cleef <vancleef@bga.com>
Subject: Re: Attacking Tube Audio Geeks

I took the time to print out and review the design that was posted on
rec.antiques.radio+phono.  My own comments, which were posted on the
newsgroup, weren't what I would call "scathing," though some highly
critical remarks might have been in order.  

The amplifier design itself was rather pedestrian.  I characterised it
as "1940 design."  In actuality, a 1940 designer would have redesigned
it for equal performance at less cost or to improve performance at the
same cost.  To summarize quickly, it uses a 6SL7 input stage as a
voltage-divider-driven 2nd stage phase inverter, driving a 6SN7
double-ended driver, which is resistance-coupled to a pair of 6B4
(2A3's) output tubes.  These are biased down near cutoff by a common
cathode resistor that is heavily bypassed (i.e., no current balance
degeneration).  There is no feedback loop in the design.  Power is
provided by a pair of 5V4's (presumably, the amplifier is duplicated
for stereo, so the power supplies are separate) with a capacitor input
pi filter using a choke and a resistance divider following to feed the
voltage amps.  

There is no real provision for balancing the drive---the cathode bias
resistors for both voltage amp stages are commoned to the cathodes, but
are too small to achieve any more than a hint of balance.  The coupling
resistors between stages are SWAG (scientific wild-ass guess) values
that won't give a clean low-frequency response rolloff (I wouldn't be
suprised if this design would motorboat easily).  The power supply has
too many components----a single 5U4 and choke input filter would
suffice, and in terms of $$$, cost savings could pay for a 800-900 volt
transformer instead of the 700-volt unit specified.  The "elephants on
parade" phase inverter is a lousy way to go, given that there are
enough triode sections to provide adequate voltage gain (total of about
70 needed) using either cathode coupling in the first stage or a
straight voltage amp driving an Rl=Rk inverter in the second stage.  
A single 6SL7 section can provide a gain of 10, and each 6SN7 section
can provide another 10 giving 200 volts grid-grid in a design that
needs no more than 140.  

DC heaters are provided for the heaters with a silicon setup.  A
back-bias circuit to put DC on the first tube heater and to reduce
dissipation in the 2A3 cathode resistor by putting a "helper" bias on
the grids would be quite adequate.  

What sparked the comments from the engineering types in
rec.antiques.radio+phono were the comments made by the author, about
silver wire, specialty resistors (475K is used in a lot of places where
470K 20% would match the design).  I also caught a comment at the end
about the supposed superiority of single-ended amplifiers (if single
ended is a virtue, most of our boatanchors are the epitome of high end
high fi because they generally use a single 6V6-class tube for audio).  

To sum all this up in 25 words or less, it seemed to me that a
pedestrian design was being presented as superior simply because it
used triodes and high-cost components.

Neither the boatanchors mail list nor rec.antiques.radio+phono are
appropriate forums for discussing the witchcraft in so-called "high-end
audio."  As a participant in this group and the newsgroup, and as FAQ
editor for the latter, I have stood for good engineering design
practice, implemented with quality workmanship and attention to detail.
The reason I comment now is that I felt that a very modest---at
best---design, with a few poorly-handled design details, was being
presented as something it is not.  Yes, I can dumb down a transistor
audio amp with 10-cent resistors and capacitors to make it match most
any of the psychoacoustic subjective characteristics that toob hi-fi is
supposed to have.  Any engineer worth his salt ought to be able to do
that.  I enjoy the period piece electronics I've got around here, but
have no illusions that they are anything but period pieces.  So far as
"high fidelity" goes around here, yeah, I've got quite a mix of stuff,
all old---but nothing using anything over 15 volts.  And, at my age,
anything over 10 Kc. that comes out of a speaker serves only to heat
the place up and annoy dogs, so I don't worry too much about what I
can't hear.  

Anybody who wants to practise witchcraft and voodoo with electronics is
welcome to do so---on the rec.audio groups.  I don't bother with that
debate (and save a lot of money by not buying into some of the stuff
that floats around)---but so far as boatanchors and
rec.antiques.radio+phono are concerned, my only reason for commenting
is to critique the actual design and its implementation in terms of
cost/performance that can be expected.  
-- 
***********************************************************
Hank van Cleef  vancleef@bga.com  vancleef@tmn.com
***********************************************************


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 20:17:09 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 18:49:35 -0500
Message-Id: <199504202346.SAA04986@uro.theporch.com>
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org>
Subject: RE: Attacking Tube Audio Geeks

I may be thick-skinned but I don't see any gnashing of teeth over this 
issue.  Those that love good sounding audio make their contribuitions to the 
craft just the same as we do.  This discussion has motiviated me to seek 
further info and in the process, I found a nice FTP site with a lot of 
interesting toob data.  ftp.digex.net  
/pub/access/rdd/valves-or-tubes-&-audio-etc.

73 de Jack
>
>The *meta* question here isn't whether tubes sound better. It's why is there 
>such discord and strong feeling about this.
>
>1) If _you_  (generic "you", not Padgett personally) can't hear the 
>difference, why do I (generic "I", not just me) care? I hear the difference 
>and enjoy it. 
>
>2) And why do _you_ care. If there's no difference, and you're so sure of it, 
>what's the big deal.
>
>Perhaps the answer to 1) is that it's quite annoying to have people joke and 
>attack you for something you love.
>
>Perhaps the answer to 2) is that it's threatening.
>
>Paul
>


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:15:13 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:45:06 -0500
Message-Id: <798345639.F00029@leotech>
From: Peter.Ferrand@leotech.MV.COM (Peter Ferrand)
Subject: Canadian GE xmtr!

Well here's a real challenge:

I have to do something with this rig - I was going to ask if there
were
any manuals or schematics to be had, but I will also entertain offers
if
someone wants to acquire this rare gem.

It's a Canadian General Electric SSB exciter, model CGE 6711. Unit
14"
wide with rack-type holes and 8" high, fit into a 5 KW coast guard
transmitter. Made in 1969, it has a 6146A final, a 6CL6 driver, a
6J11
Compactron (Of course, it's GE!) and a board with some plastic
"transistors" or whatever they call those things, probably for audio.
SSB from a crystal filter and a plug in (octal-type) oven type
modulator, both part of a set made by Snelgrove. Carrier freq is 1400
Kc.

It uses octal type oven plug in crystals for freq control, the one
included says the crystal's 3534 and the carrier's 2134. Recessed
front
panel crystal socket. The exciter is general coverage from 1.6 to
21.4
Mc in four bands with a bandswitch. No VFO. Other controls include
"Preselect Tune" (driver) and "Amplifier Tune", both neat geared
vernier
air variables made by TRW. Various gain and mix balance controls are
cool knurled caps which unscrew to reveal the shaft. A number of
trimpots and other adjustments inside. Two relays, one an antenna
relay.

A superb piece of no-expense spared workmanship. Audio in is thru an
XLR
connector (included) and power in thru a 20 pin Cannon (mate also
included) Front panel's grey with labels and dials on black and
silver
plates affixed to the panel. Rack type chrome handles. BNC rf and
monitor and keying connectors on rear. All shield covers included.

Looks absolutely complete, clean, and would probably work if you
hooked up a power supply.

Now, any interest, help, or clever comments?  I'll be patient since
everyone probably took the day off to commemorate the arrival of the
Fair Radio catalog :-)

73,
-Pete
WB2QLL/1
Nashua, NH
(603)889-1067


 * Origin: NETIS Public Access Internet (603)432-2517 (1:132/189)

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:17:41 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:48:48 -0500
Message-Id: <950419211944_89212119@aol.com>
From: W7FG@aol.com
Subject: Collins 75A-2-A

Can anyone give me any history on a 75A-2-A, using 6AK5 as 
first RF AMP???

73's Gary


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 09:50:55 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:16:48 -0500
Message-Id: <9504200904.ZM3483@eehp04>
From: "Gregory Raven Redi" <ravengre@comm.mot.com>
Subject: Collins 75A-2-A


Can anyone give me any history on a 75A-2-A, using 6AK5 as
first RF AMP???

73's Gary


Assuming you mean a general history, I know at least one interesting
fact.  The 75A-2-A is a factory retrofitted 75A-2.  The crystal filter
was replaced with mechanical filters.  This change was incorporated into
the next model, the 75A-3, as a standard feature.

I believe the 75A-2-A was the first Collins radio to use mechanical
filters.

73 KF5N


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:38:50 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:10:34 -0500
Message-Id: <199504200305.XAA02767@detroit.freenet.org>
From: aa024@detroit.freenet.org (Kenneth Vito Zichi)
Subject: Error messages 



Am I the only one getting error messages from POSTMSTR@frmail.rosemount.com?

 I tried mailing them, but they're still appearing.  Annoying!  73  //kvz

--
kv zichi,  aa024@detroit.freenet.org
                                      (PGP Public Key Available on Request)
"Lasciate ogni speranza, voi ch'entrante"  --Dante
         Kind of appropriate for the Internet, eh?

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 11:17:07 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 09:49:13 -0500
Message-Id: <8A7C1A9.0004016928.uuout@freddy.supernet.ab.ca>
From: shaun.merrigan@freddy.supernet.ab.ca (SHAUN MERRIGAN)
Subject: Error messages


On 04/20/95, KENNETH VITO spoke about Error messages; I say:

rg>



KV>Am I the only one getting error messages from
KV>POSTMSTR@frmail.rosemount.com?

KV> I tried mailing them, but they're still appearing.  Annoying!  73
KV>//kvz

I have received about 30-40 of them over the past couple of days.  All =

are from POSTMSTR@frmail.rosemount.com.  =



Shaun

Shaun P. Merrigan
shaun.merrigan@freddy.supernet.ab.ca
merrigan@nyquist.ee.ualberta.ca
Almost 3rd Year EE University of Alberta

=FE CMPQwk 1.42-R1 856 =FETeacher said it was dain bramage...


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 13:59:09 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 12:28:39 -0500
Message-Id: <9504201723.AA00270@texan.frco.com>
From: bill@texan.frco.com (William Hawkins)
Subject: Re:  Error messages

The errors originate within my company.  As a result of a merger, some of
our mail goes through a group that is not familiar with Unix mail systems.
We got the following message from our sysadmin:

> Marshalltown is currently experiencing a problem with CCMAIL.
> 
> The flow of mail has been backing up since yesterday (Tuesday) morning.
> Because of this UNIX mail addressed to username@frmail is bouncing with 
> the following type of error:
> 
> Your message was not delivered to   username@frmail
>         for the following reason:
>         X.400 protocol error - missing argument (please contact local
>         administrator)
>         distribution cancelled
> 
> Marshalltown has Lotus service on site working on the problem. We'll keep
> you advised.

Bill Hawkins  bill@bvc.frco.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 17:05:11 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 15:37:47 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9504201515.A3403-0100000@ozarks>
From: "C. Frank Gilmore" <fgilmore@ozarks.sgcl.lib.mo.us>
Subject: Re: Error messages 




On Thu, 20 Apr 1995, Kenneth Vito Zichi wrote:

> 
> 
> Am I the only one getting error messages from POSTMSTR@frmail.rosemount.com?
> 
>  I tried mailing them, but they're still appearing.  Annoying!  73  //kvz
> 
> --
> kv zichi,  aa024@detroit.freenet.org
>                                       (PGP Public Key Available on Request)
> "Lasciate ogni speranza, voi ch'entrante"  --Dante
>          Kind of appropriate for the Internet, eh?
> 
I got a record 49 of them yesterday!  Bear with the guys....they are 
trying to get things straightened out.  It has been a nightmare for our 
moderator/curator/et al.

de K0JPJ ex-W5PVX ...-.-


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 18:50:59 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 17:23:22 -0500
Message-Id: <9504202218.AA00439@texan.frco.com>
From: bill@texan.frco.com (William Hawkins)
Subject: Re: Error messages

Seems to have been a software upgrade problem, according to this:

>The cc:Mail gateway to the EMX mail switch was upgraded to
>version 1.2P1 on April 8.  Due to problems the last two days
>in delivery of messages from EMX to cc:Mail with this new code
>(which in turn caused significant e-mail delays in other mail
>systems connected to EMX), we have backed off to the previous
>release (1.1P5), as of April 20 at approximately 11:15 A.M. CDT.
>
>Our apologies for the problems and inconveniences caused
>by this software upgrade.  We will not re-install it until
>we feel Lotus Development has identified the problem and
>provided us a correction.

Jack told us there'd be times like this.

Bill Hawkins   bill@bvc.frco.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 13:07:20 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 11:30:42 -0500
Message-Id: <01HPK6K08ELUA25SNX@RANDB.PPRD.Abbott.Com>
From: KANAMAA%AMGATE%MATRXA@randb.abbott.com
Subject: Evolution of the planar triodes

>From: Kana, Michael (D9CY)
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 1995 11:33 AM
Subject: Evolution of the planar triodes
To: bigboats
Howdy all

While I was working on my CEI/WJ down converter, I popped the lid
on some of the shielded boxes to admire the handy work.  I was most
impressed by the 7077's and other tiny ceramic tubes in in the set.
Which tube manufacturer first developed the 7077 (RCA?).  I have
seen some very exotic ceramic tubes made my Varian - all of which
are in the same size range as those three legged fuses that came 
after the tube.  I kind of wondered what was the history of those
types of ultra-mini tubes.  BTW, when did the 6CW4 first make
its entry?

73's de AA9IL
Mike Kana

BTW, just got the new Fair Catalog.  As usual, so much neat stuff and
so little $$ to spend!


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 01:15:46 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 23:47:42 -0500
Message-Id: <Chameleon.4.01.2.950421003837.jproc@>
From: jproc@worldlinx.com
Subject: Gentlemens Agreements

Dear BA's,

As an AM'er from time to time, I am finding all of this chatter about 
gentlemens agreements (or lack of) rather amusing. What is amusing is the 
fact that so much is being said, yet, there is a fundamental lack of 
understanding on the meaning of this agreement.

What is a gentlemens agreement ? It does not mean taking a vote between 
groups who want something and groups who don't want it. Lets start off with 
the basics. My advanced class amateur licence allows me to use CW between 
14.000 and 14.350. Now - do I transmit CW on 14.200? My licence priveledges 
permit it, but I don't do it. That would essentially be interfering with 
those who operate SSB DX. Can I use any frequency I want within the amateur 
bands? Of course I can. If I'm on a net frequency and the net is about to 
start, there are no rules to force me to change frequency. Why do I do it - 
because it is the gentlemenly thing to do. Why is it I don't transmit CW on 
common AMTOR, RTTY or SSTV frequencies? - out of courtesy to my fellow 
operators who are persuing their own individual interests.     

Both the ARRL and RAC represent the interests of the amateur community at 
large in the US and Canada respectively. (Unfortunately in Canada it only 
represents 20% of licence holders). If my national amateur radio 
organization suggests that certain modes of operations be restricted to 
certain frequencies, then I will abide by their suggestion. Please note,that 
I am emphasizing the word suggestion. When everyone or nearly everyone 
honours the suggestion, then it becomes a gentlemen's agreement. There are no 
dotted lines to sign, no votes to X out and no personal consultation from 
the national body. A gentlemens agreement by my definiton revolves around 
common sense, a persuit of special interests and general courtesy towards 
other fellow amateurs.  

I can also operate AM anywhere in the band where A3 mode is permitted in 
Canada but I don't. Now, if those bleeding hearts who feel that some imagined 
or perceived right has been violated when someone uses AM, please remember 
that what makes amateur radio so interesting is the diverse skill levels and 
interests of those who make the ranks.   

(BTW, besides those frequencies already mentioned, AM might be found on: 7160 
and 7195 khz. During the day, 7290 khz is active. Don't know too much about 
14,286 khz.)

Regards,
-------------------------------------
Jerry Proc   VE3FAB
E-mail: jproc@worldlinx.com
Radio Restoration Volunteer
HMCS Haida  Toronto, Ontario 
-------------------------------------



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 13:40:32 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 12:09:13 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.LNX.3.91.950420110601.20433B-100000@thelair.zynet.com>
From: johnb@thelair.zynet.com
Subject: INFO: RME6900?


	Anyone have any experience with this rig? Seems quite a
	nice piece. A friend bequeathed one to me...

	/john


 John M. Brewer	  wb5oau		 
 johnb@thelair.zynet.com                  

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 01:17:11 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 23:49:03 -0500
Message-Id: <Chameleon.4.01.2.950421004221.jproc@>
From: jproc@worldlinx.com
Subject: Internet Gateways

Dear BA's,

Many thanks to all those who responded to my question about Internet to 
packet radio gateways. I certainly have enough information to sift through 
and that should keep me pre-occupied for the next while.

Regards,
  
------------------------------------
Jerry Proc   VE3FAB
E-mail: jproc@worldlinx.com
Radio Restoration Volunteer
HMCS Haida  Toronto, Ontario 
-------------------------------------



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 10:55:58 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:18:05 -0500
Message-Id: <199504200738.CAA10310@uro.theporch.com>
From: bgraham@tecnet1.jcte.jcs.mil
Subject: Re: Internet to Packet Radio Gateways

There is a sort of "gateway" at K9IU Indiana State University. You get an
account then telnet in from internet and you can send messages out into the
packet network and receive them in your mailbox there. Non ham mail is
blocked. They are running NOS, so you can also telnet out into the
packet world or use ax.25 to connect further, although it can  be slow.

To get an account, you have to send email to "sysop@k9iu.ampr.org"
ask for an account and give  a password to use. Your account "name"
will be your callsign.  The "quad" is 44.48.0.22.

I'm not aware of a specific boatanchor list on packet, but there is a swap
mail folder on K9IU where "sale" and "wanted" subject messages end up.

73

Bill


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 13:15:58 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 11:35:17 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201628.LAA25405@uro.theporch.com>
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org>
Subject: Re: Internet to Packet Radio Gateways

At 10:20 PM 4/19/95 -0500, jproc@worldlinx.com wrote:
>Dear BA's,
>
>The recent post by Albert Woodhull and his comments regarding the MS mailer 
>has prompted me to throw a question to the group. Is anyone familiar with any 
>gateway between the Internet and the amateur radio packet network? What 
>exactly, is this gateway that I have heard about? Is it a mail robot, or does 
>it depend on an individual to collect messages from one network and manually 
>forward them to the other network? 
>
>I sent one message into the packet radio network, but it wasn't reflected 
>back to me. After a month's time, I eventually got a response via snail mail. 
>(Can't tell what happened in between). Other attempts to launch messages to 
>the packet network from Internet have resulted in undeliverable mail. Does 
>anyone know the proper syntax for an E-mail address when sending from 
>Internet to the packet network and vice versa?   
>
>Are there 'BA type' groups on packet or are we the centre of the universe? My 
>ultimate aim here is to evaluate the packet radio network prior to investing 
>any money in hardware. Any help would be appreciated.
>
>Regards,
>-------------------------------------
>Jerry Proc, VE3FAB
>Radio Restoration Volunteer
>HMCS Haida
>E-mail: jproc@worldlinx.com
>Toronto, Ontario  
>-------------------------------------
>
The question about gateways comes up from time to time and I'll take my turn 
at the bat in answering.  Gateways fall into three categorys.  There are the 
private gateways which restrict access to a certain class of users (BBS 
forwarding and TCP).  There are one or two mail gateways around that I've 
heard of.  WB7TPY in Phoenix has one.  it's set up to accept internet to 
packet or vice versa mail that's addressed in a specific format and as far 
as I know, has been fairly reliable.  (Info to wb7tpy@wb7tpy.az.usa.noam, or 
try david@stat.com)  The more common class of gateway is the "open" one.  
These normally have one or more radio ports to the amateur world and 
typically allow access on the internet side.  In most cases to comply with 
various country regulations, initial users have to request permissions from 
the sysop of the relevant gateway and this is done by leaving a msg to the 
sysop. Gateway software is typically one of the variations of NOS (Network 
Operating System by KA9Q) and thus the user commands are somewhat similar.  
Many of the gateways participate in the world wide conference network which 
allows near real-time communications between the participants. 

For those BAers in the group that would like to try it out, the gateway at 
the University of Utah (128.110.45.34) supports conv, telnet, smtp mail, and 
has a number of digital oriented newsgroups available for users.  Even 
without permissions, I think one can monitor the converse checkin list by 
issuing a "F conv" command or, issue a "AF" command for a description of the 
newsgroups (which are included in directorys called "AREAS".

73 de Jack


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:01:15 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:34:08 -0500
Message-Id: <9504192341.AA17240@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: Marconi

Possibly too late for anyone to notice but the program on Marconi is
being shown tonight (wed 19th) at 8pm EDT on Arts & Entertainment (A&E).
						P.fla

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 09:01:29 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:32:26 -0500
Message-Id: <2F967D7A@pcgateway.netrix.com>
From: cgould <cgould@netrix.com>
Subject: Re:MS MAIL


Jerry Writes:
Are there 'BA type' groups on packet or are we the centre of the universe? 
My
ultimate aim here is to evaluate the packet radio network prior to investing 

any money in hardware. Any help would be appreciated.

Regards,
 -------------------------------------
Jerry Proc, VE3FAB

....
As a sysop of a packet station there are several internet to packet 
gateways.
Some are robots and some are manual entry systems. Some even provide
direct telnet and FTP access. The down side is the flood message traffic 
that can occur.
For example this BA board does roughly 25 to 50 messages a day. In the 
packet world this can
cause major nightmares because 25 to 50 bulletins from this group plus other 
groups can
add up to around 1500 to 2000 messages a day. Now on a 10 MBPS lan that's no 
problem.
But on a 1200 baud AX.25 radio link that presents a major forwarding issue.

I don't send  nor do I forward messages out of my gateway from the BA crowd, 
however
I have seen a few categories that come up from time to time. Below are some 
you may search
for:

HELP@USA or ALLUS
EQUIP@USA or ALLUS
AM@USA or ALLUS
HEATH@USA or ALLUS

Then there is some like :
4sale@usa
sale@usa
want@usa

The ones that give sysop's  heart burn come from Europe and generate around 
500 messages
a day. They are:
TUBE@WWW
or
EQUIP@WWW

We have even seen people using uuencode and uudecode to send GIF files.
This is not fun having messages sent 1 of 180 of a naked lady holding a 807.
Especially if you are missing 178 of 180...

So my point is take it easy on the packet network, its great for sending 
personal messages
but bulletins or sounding boards such as this wonderful one, can really make 
the sysop's
day a miserable one.

As for your evaluation on packet, there are some interesting aspects of the 
system, higher speeds available and new technologies coming down the pipe. 
Many get impatient when
the get on, especially if they've been on a lan. My response to this is keep 
in mind its
potential and its store and forward capability. Also remember you not paying 
for the phone
charges either.
73
Chuck,
N4YXW@#NOVA.USA.NA
or
ipyxw@netrix.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 16:38:21 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 15:10:51 -0500
Message-Id: <199504202008.OAA23683@Freenet.HSC.Colorado.EDU>
From: al511@Freenet.HSC.Colorado.EDU (Robert Neece)
Subject: Quality control Russian & Chinese tubes


A friend of mine is an engineer in high tech manufacturing.  In
response to some comments here on boatanchors, I asked him a
couple of questions.  Here is a portion of his answer:

>Yes, tubes/valves like many "high tech" products do exhibit themselves as a 
>"black art" to the uninitiated!  Being a fine "producer" of "the black art of
>disk drive manufacturing"... I understand the perspective, but allow me to 
>debunk the "art" a bit.  Any complex manufacturing process that requires multi
>ple steps, tight controls on environment, and has complex interactions between 
>controls can be interpreted as art... it is however, scientific and behaves
>to the physics, the problem lies philosophically - can you afford to 
>pay for sufficient controls and monitoring - or moreover can you even 
>create the necessary controls..  The trick lies in understanding the 
>variances involved, the degree that each interaction results in undersireable 
>effects etc.  Taguchi, et al, have provided adequate techniques for 
>complex manufacturing process control.... I would guess that the Russians
>and Chinese, tho maybe using similar techniques, may not have the 
>constant pride or attention to detail required as some of the old
>US masters or German factories did... Moreover, I'll bet they don't 
>run the lines 24 hours (the other key - when your there, don't stop!).

--
73 de Bob, K0KR

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 16:58:08 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 15:30:11 -0500
Message-Id: <199504202028.QAA08509@shiva.shiva.com>
From: John Shriver <jas@shiva.com>
Subject: Re: Quality control Russian & Chinese tubes

In my prior posting on tube quality control, I missed one VERY
important point.  You need a DEMANDING customer.  Otherwise, there is
no incentive for quality.  (You also need competition.)

Again, this is another problem of the command economy.  The Russian TV
set manufacturers probably also did't care about quality, or if the
tube lasted more than 100 hours.  The consumers would buy any TV they
could get their hands on.  Their military was pickier, that's why the
plants like Svetlana that fed the military are better.

In the US, there were two tiers of customers for tubes, both of whom
were really concerned about quality: (1) The TV (electronics)
manufacturers cared about quality, they didn't want warranty failures.
(2) The repairman also cared a lot about quality, they didn't want
"callbacks" (it broke again).

The dollar volume was probably pretty evenly split between
manufacturer and repairman.

Indeed, the TV industry was probably picker about quality than the US
military.  They actually USED their tubes, rather than just
stockpiling them for World War III.  Quality affected their bottom
line.  (The military has no bottom line...)

The tube manufacturers actively competed on this quality.  Look at the
tube ads in serviceman magazines like Radio & Television News, each
company is claiming that selling their tubes to the customer will
eliminate costly callbacks.

Certainly the tube manufacturers also catered to the manufacturers,
making them weird series string tubes, getting sockets designed in for
"their" tube.  Look at ads in magazines read by designers, say in
Electronics.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 03:20:30 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 01:53:27 -0500
Message-Id: <2F9685AC@sharkgate.sandiegoca.attgis.com>
From: "Kenan, Larry" <llk@sandshark.sandiegoca.ATTGIS.COM>
Subject: RE: Re:MS MAIL


>Jerry Writes:
>Are there 'BA type' groups on packet or are we the centre of the universe?
>My ultimate aim here is to evaluate the packet radio network prior to 
investing
>any money in hardware. Any help would be appreciated.
>

It seems to me that packet on the ham bands is more obsolete than CW and 
probably more endangered. I can't tolerate the slow speed of packet at 1200 
baud and 9600 won't be much of an improvement. It's sort of a "How're you 
gonna keep 'em down on the farm after they've seen Mosaic?" problem. IMHO, 
unless packet learns to stick with short text messages then it is doomed. Am 
I too spoiled?

Besides, ragchewing is more fun than store and forward...

Larry Kenan - KO6SM

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:10:17 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 06:42:08 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.3.05.9504192000.A20099-a100000@booz.bah.com>
From: k1zat@bah.com
Subject: S-38B volume/off-on control needed


Answer up to skipperm@mtc2.mid.tec.sc.us if you can help,
dont shoot the messenger or send them to me.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
>From: skipperm@MTC2.MID.TEC.SC.US
Newsgroups: rec.radio.swap
Subject: volume/off-on control needed
Date: 13 Apr 1995 16:47:02 GMT
Organization: Midlands Technical College

I am restoring an old Hallicrafters receiver model number S-38B
I need the off-on switch. i can use a old or defective volume control as long as 
the switch is good. will consicer purchase complete radio or chassis.
Thanks in advance

Skip
email skipperm@mtc.mid.tec.sc.us



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 17:22:45 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 15:54:13 -0500
Message-Id: <2F96F318@pcgateway.netrix.com>
From: cgould <cgould@netrix.com>
Subject: Special Message


I normally do not do this but since many of you BA'ers out there do like to 
AM on 75 or 80 meters
I'd though I would pass this message on. Last night I was up till 1:30 
listening to the garbage from several SSB's guys being jerks and not 
believing the NET Control it was a true emergency. By the way there wasnt a 
AMER in the bunch that was causing any problems. Anyway here it is:

ARLB042 Comm emergency declared

ZCZC AG09
QST de W1AW
ARRL Bulletin 42  ARLB042
Newington CT  April 19, 1995
To all radio amateurs

SB QST ARL ARLB042
ARLB042 Comm emergency delcared

Voluntary Communications Emergency Declared

All Amateurs are requested to cooperate by recognizing the existence
of a voluntary communications emergency issued by the Engineer in
Charge of the FCC Field Office in Dallas, and therefore
relinquishing the use of frequencies between 3897 and 3903 kHz and
between 3922 and 3928 kHz and between 7243.5 and 7249.5 kHz for the
handling of emergency traffic.

According to N5NAV, a District Emergency Coordinator in South Texas,
Health and Welfare traffic nets have been established in response to
the bombing incident in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.  The net
frequencies are:  7273 and 7290 kHz (daytime) and 3873 and 3935  kHz
(evening).
NNNN

DE N4YXW.#NOVA.VA.USA.NA

73
Chuck

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 18:32:43 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 17:03:55 -0500
Message-Id: <9504202200.AA05178@mercury.sfsu.edu>
From: hlayer@mercury.sfsu.edu (Hal Layer)
Subject: Stoddart receivers

Two years ago I published an article about these fascinating,
state-of-the-art, radio receivers, designed not for communication,
but for propagation research and scientific studies.
I included what information I could locate about the company,
which no longer exists (merged with Singer and then Ailtech),
and its founder, Richard R. Stoddart.  The article is
in OTB, the journal of the Antique Wireless Association.
(Vol. 34, May 1993, pages 47 to 49).

Included was the following list, which I hope will be of value
to Stoddart fans everywhere.

STODDART RADIO GENEALOGY (in progress, corrections needed)
by Hal Layer, hlayer@sfsu.edu

Years Sold   Model No.   Military Equiv.  Freq. Range  Orig. Price

1944 -        NM-3 & 3A       OCV      100 MHz - 400 MHz
1947 - 1954   NM-5 & 5A     TS-587/U    15 MHz - 400 MHz
1949 - 1962+  NM-10 & 10A   AN/URM-6    14 kHz - 250 kHz
1950 - 1951+  NM-20A & 20B  AN/PRM-1A  150 kHz - 25 MHz
1954 - 1966+  NM-30A        AN/URM-47   20 MHz - 400 MHz  $3250 (1966)
1950 - 1966+  NM-50A & 52A  AN/URM-17  375 MHz - 1 GHz     3250 (1966)
     - 1962+  NM-60A        AN/URM-42     1 GHz - 10.7 GHz
1962 - 1966+  NM-22A        AN/URM-131  150 kHz - 32 MHz    3250 (1966)
1956 - 1966+  NM-40A        AN/URM-41    30 Hz - 15 kHz     3585 (1961)
1960 -        289-1 (pocket-sized)      14 kHz - 150 kHz
c.1962-1966+  NM-62A & 62B  AN/URM-138   1 GHz - 10 GHz
1966 - 1974+  NM-12T                    10 kHz - 168 kHz    5670 (1974)
1966 - 1974+  NM-25T                   150 kHz - 32 MHz  6490 (1974)
c.1974-1979+  NM-17/27                  10 kHz - 32 MHz    14,470 (1979)
c.1974-1979+  NM-65T                     1 GHz - 10 GHz    18,450 (1979)
c.1974-1979+  NM-37/57                  30 MHz - 1 GHz     17,230 (1979)
c.1974-1979+  NM-26T                   150 kHz - 32 MHz    10,450 (1979)
c.1976-1979+  NM-7 & 7A                  20 Hz - 50 kHz      9560 (1979)
1977 - 1980+  NM-67                      1 GHz - 18 GHz    44,000 (1979)



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 20:11:34 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 18:44:11 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950420164004.18435A-100000@crl5.crl.com>
From: Steven Wilson <randyw@crl.com>
Subject: Re: Stoddart receivers

how can I obtain a copy of your article ?
de stan ak0b
e-mail via randwy@crl.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 10:16:53 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:16:10 -0500
Message-Id: <m0s1oYn-003B95C@moon.earthlink.net>
From: jlb@earthlink.net
Subject: Testing

Testing

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 11:16:07 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:27:18 -0500
Message-Id:  <9504200814.aa17763@jackatak.theporch.com>
From: Fire Bottle archive handler <firebotl@JACKATAK.THEPORCH.COM>
Subject: Those Pesky Error messages

Hello Gang-

I tried, yesterday, to send an apology to the list for the onslaught 
of garbage from the POSTMSTR@frmail.rosemount.com

What has happened seems to be:
1) a subscriber lost his access, and did not unsubscribe first
   (Hey, it happens... ;^)
2) a severely brain damaged sytem administrator, who is apparently a 
   fan of "Wheel of Fortune" and who chooses NOT to "buy a vowel" has
   configured his mailer with a NON-standard name for the mailer-daemon
3) This same system admin has refused to follow the RFC822 conventions
   for handling mail, and rather than ship the errors only to me, this
   nit-wit has sent them around the world
4) Several of you have written me about them, and I have answered each
   privately, thinking my earlier post might make it, but clearly it 
   did not (and, I can not explain why! ;^)
5) We are revising our "guarded address list" (those addresses that 
   may NOT post to boatanchors) to include the various spellings of
   postmaster... arrrgh! This is really aggravating!
6) the "offending" subscriber should not cause more problems... any 
   that sneak through today are from two days ago... not current

Please do NOT just send these to the POSTMSTR account in retaliation. 
Braindead though this may be, it was no doubt an honest mistake by 
someone ignorant of the ways of the InterNet. I am sorry we couldn't 
get it stopped sooner, but both Phil and I have real jobs that do NOT 
have 'Net access during the day, and things were well out of hand 
before we had a chance to respond. I am sorry.

> Am I the only one getting error messages from POSTMSTR@frmail.rosemount.com?
Certainly not.

> Annoying!
VERY!!!!
--
73
Jack, W4PPT/Mobile (75M SSB 2-letter WAS #1657/#1789 -- both all mobile! ;^)
            - - - BoatAnchor Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - -
| Jack GF Hill        |Voice: (615) 459-2636|             Ham Call: W4PPT  |
* P. O. Box 1685      |Modem: (615) 377-5980|  Bicycling and SCUBA Diving  *
| Brentwood, TN  37024|Fax:   (615) 459-0038|          Life Member - ARRL  |
* listown@jackatak.theporch.com             firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com *


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 08:47:09 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 07:12:12 -0500
Message-Id: <F4JM4154.F4JM4205@mail.admin.wisc.edu>
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu
Subject: Tube rebuilders

to: boatanchors@theporch.com

   A lot has been asked about the feasability of rebuilding transmitting tubes.
That's a fairly hot topic in broadcasting; if you check out what Eimac's asking
for the common broadcast PAs like 4CX15000As, you'll know why!

   It's been my experience that rebuilds are usually done ONLY on large, ceram-
ic tubes, not on glass ones. The reason is that a burned out glass tube is too
inexpensive to make from scratch, while the big ceramic jobs have a great deal
of skilled labor in machining, polishing, and the creation of good metal to
ceramic bonds. In addition, there's the labor expended in the fabrication and
brazing of the heat radiator on air cooled tubes, plus the cost of the plating
metals (usually silver) that all contact and heat radiating surfaces are coated
with.

   The hull of a big ceramic power tube is VERY expensive to produce as comp-
ared to it's innards. With a glass tube the opposite is the case since it is
produced with little more than a couple of minute's of a glassblower's time,
be the glassblower mechanical or human.

   Someone mentioned that CRTs used to commonly be rebuilt; the same thing is
true there. The envelope was made with a screen that had very good optical ch-
aracteristics, as well as a measure of impact resistance to prevent implosion
due to accidental striking. A very expensive item.

   I once saw a CRT rebuilding operation. After relieving the vaccuum, they
would cut the end off of the neck, wash out the old phosphor & recoat / bake
a new one. The ENTIRE electron gun (not just the filiment) was replaced; the
guns came fitted on a so-called glass "button" which was torched onto the cut
off neck of the envelope. The tube was then evacuated and sealed, and the neck
passed thru an induction heating coil driven by four 304TL tubes as a P-P osc-
illator (!) which flashed the "getter". After that, you had an essentially new
CRT, at about 1/3 the cost of a new one.

   I would imagine that the process for rebuilding transmitting tubes is a sim-
ilar one, but requiring the replacement only of grids and cathode structure.

   I've had a good bit of experience with rebuilt broadcast finals, specif-
ically from ECONCO Corp. I can tell you that the rebuilt jugs were not only
as good as brand new Eimacs, but BETTER; cathode emmission held up a whole
lot better that the Eimacs! If properly operated, the ECONCO tubes typically
lasted twice to three times as long as the Eimac tubes. The beauty of it is
that the ECONCO will cost you 2/3 to 3/4 of what a new Eimac would, provided
you have a "dud" to turn in for rebuilding.

   This is all pretty irrelevant to hams, because the tubes in question are so
big that if the FCC visited and found one in your rig you'd be dragged away and
locked up, no questions asked!

   The smallest tubes I've seen accepted by rebuilders (at least ECONCO) are
in the 3CX2500 class. The only type I've seen in ham rigs that they'll work
on is the 5736, a rather large glass triode with a huge copper heat radiator
that's frequently used as a PA in VERY old FM rigs, and as modulator in '40s
or '50s AM rigs.

   Stuff in the 4CX1000 class and smaller, and virtually ALL glass jugs, are
not economically feasable to rebuild.

                                     Tom, K9TA

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 16:40:37 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 14:42:07 -0500
Message-Id: <199504201937.PAA27437@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: typo? 36 to 6? (was Re: A ray of hope)

> 
> Bob, Thanks for you writing and thoughts.  But is this a typo?
> 
> On Thu, 20 Apr 1995 rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu wrote:
> 
> > The USCG dropped the crew of operators at CAMSLANT NMN from 36 per shift
>                                                              ^^^^^^^^^^^^^
> > to 6 per shift, now.

No typo.  That was a point they made at the closing ceremony.  They
gave our crew a guided tour of the facility again, and the op on
the tour made that specific comment, and a comment a bit about
being a tad sad about it.  But, that was the way it was.  Their
crew had been cut back, because of automated nbdp telex/rtty/sitor
(read digital) from 36 per shift to 6.  The automatons are running
the show.  There is a person on the secure voice, a person on the
SAR voice, several running the digital stuff, and then the shift
chief (officer of the watch), and that is about it.  Two years ago
there used to be 4 CW consoles, that were reduced to one CW console last
year, and now none.  I was talking with one of the officers in charge
of the cessation of CW about a year ago, and he gave me the impression
that it was strictly a manpower/budget thing, and that because they
could replace people with automatons, they did.  Once the automatons
were in, CW had run its course for their purposes.  They don't need
operators on the automatons (and yes I have seen these things... they
just sit there and run themselves --- no human contact at all, except
for maybe a backup or a reboot once in a while or a scheduled service).
Only where voice is required, is an operator required.

> Wow, what a reduction in staff.  Much as I would disagree in
> principle, I can see the economics and staffing reasons.

Yep.

> 
> Kevin

73/Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 09:50:52 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 08:18:28 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950420075527.12598A-100000@ncrsun1>
From: Kevin Anderson <anderson@ncrsun1.ncr.usace.army.mil>
Subject: visiting New Hampshire (Hannover) next week

I will be TDY (on temporary duty assignment) to Hannover-
Lebanon area of New Hampshire for all next week (23-28
April).  Anybody on these lists to eyeball with?  Any 
local ARC meeting I should visit?  I will also be repeating
the experience the second week of May (6-10).

Cheers/73.      Kevin, KB9IUA
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Kevin L. Anderson, CENCR-PD-W, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Rock Island District Office, Planning Div.-Waterway Systems
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004, USA  phone:(309) 794-5586
      e-mail:  anderson@ncrsun1.ncr.usace.army.mil
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Opinions expressed here are my own and do not represent the
  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or the Federal Government.


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Apr 20 13:21:06 1995
Date: Thu, 20 Apr 1995 11:37:08 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9504200910.A14257-0100000@netcom15>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Wierd KWM-2 Problem

Gang,
I've got a flaky KWM-2.  When I turn the radio on for the first time in 
the morning, it comes up on a different frequency.  The frequency seems 
to be stable when the rig is on.  I can adjust the PTO coil to bring the 
rig back on frequency, and keep it there during the day.  But when I turn 
it off and turn it back on after a while, it will be +/- 10kc off.
Anybody run into this problem before?  Being generally lazy, I just 
thought I'd ask before I tore into the rig.

TIA

Paul WA6OKQ

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Apr 21 03:46:42 1995
Date: Fri, 21 Apr 1995 02:19:45 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9504210011.A26159-0100000@netcom13>
From: "Hal R. Waite" <halwaite@netcom.com>
Subject: WTB: AM Filter for the Drake R-4C Receiver

I am looking for an AM filter, either the 6.0 KC or the 4.0 KC, that is a 
direct plug-in for the Drake R-4C Receiver.  Thanks in advance.

Hal  K4GFI/7  Las Vegas  halwaite@netcom.com


